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Consttmer & Governmental Affairs Btireau 
445 1 Zth Street, SW 
Washington, D.C. 20553 

Members of the Federal Commirnications Commission. 

I am wnting to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination ot 
the public interest obligations on media ownership and any further media 
ownership concentration 

Limits on media consolidation nave been a bulwark against the domination or' 
economic power in the marketpiace of ideas--a crincal element to balancing the 
public service mission of the media with their private profit motive. Uur 
democracy requires tne fiee flow of information tiom a broad range or diverse 
voices. 

Any public pohcy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the 
simple fact that ownership matters Media consolidahon has already ied to deciines 
in local and minonty ownership as well as  the homogenization of content in radio 
and telev~sion. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and broadcast stations, 
or allowing further concentrat'lon in local relevlsion markets, will only worsen the 
problems we already have 

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership limits in 2003, 
millions of Americans rose up to protect a most basic democratic principle, access 
to a range of views and information. Congress and the courts ultimately intervened 
to turn back that misguided regulatory process. The FCC should stand firm with 
the public against iirther concentration of media ownership in the hands of the 
few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote far democracy. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 
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Mcmbers of the Federal Communications Commission. 
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I am wnting to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination of 
the public interest obligations on media ownership and any nuther media 
ownership concentration. 

Limits on media consohdahon have been a bulwark against the domination of 
economic. power in the marketplace of ideas--a cntlcal element to balancing the 
public service mission of the media with their private profit monve. Our 
democracy requires tne free flow of' inrormation iiom a broad range of' diverse 
voices. 

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the 
simple fact that ownership matters. iMedia consolidation has already led to declines 
in locai and minonty ownership as weii as the homogenization of content in radio 
and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and broadcast stations, 
or al\owmg further concentration in local teievlsion markets, will only worsen the 
problems we already have. 

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership limits in 2003, 
millions of Americans rose up to pr0tec.t a most basic democratic principle, access 
to a range of views and information. Congress and the courts uitimately intervened 
to turn back that misguided regulatory process. The FCU should stand firm with 
the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands of the 
few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. Thank you. 

Sincerelv. 
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Federal Commitnicatms Commission 
Consumer & Governmental AiTairs Bureau 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, D C: 20554 

Members of the Federal Communications Commission. 

1 am wntmg to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination of 
the public interest obligations on media ownership and any tilrther media 
ownership concentration. 

Limits on media consoiidation have been a bulwark against the domination or 
economic power in the marketplace of ideas--a cntical element to balancing the 
pubiic servic.e mission of the media with their private profit monve. Our 
democracy requires the iiee flow of inrormation iiom a broad range of diverse 
voices. 

Any public. policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the 
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has aiready led to declines 
in local and minority ownership as  weii as  the homogenization of content in radio 
and teievision. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and broadcast stations, 
or allowing fiwther conc.entration in local telewion markets, will only worsen the 
problems we already have. 

When the FCK attempted to weaken and remove media ownership h i t s  In 20U3, 
millions of Americans rose up to protect a most basic. democratic principle, access 
to a range of views and information. Congress and the courts ultimately intervened 
to turn back that misguided regulatory process. The FCC should stand firm with 
the public against further conc.entration of media ownership in the hands of the 
few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. Thank you. 
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Members of the Federal Communications Commission. 

1 am writing to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination of 
the public interest obligations on media ownership and any further media 
ownership concentration. 

Limits on media consolidation nave been a buiwark against the domination or 
economic. power in the marketplace of ideas--a cnticai element to balancing the 
public service mission of the media with their pnvate profit motive. Our 
democracy requires the iiee. flow of information itom a broad range of diverse 
voices. 

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity in the media milst recognize the 
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has already led to deciines 
in loc.al and minonty ownership as  weii as the homogenization of content in radio 
and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and broadc.ast stations, 
or allowing further concentration in local television markets, will only worsen the 
problems we already have. 

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership limits in 2UU3, 
millions of Americans rose up to protect a most basic democratic principle, access 
to a range of views and information. Congress and the courts ultimately intervened 
to turn back that misguided regulatory process. The FCC should stand firm with 
the public against further concentration of media ownership in rhe hands of the 
few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. Thank you. 

Smcereiy, 

J J - i P !  



Federal Communications Commission 
Constimer & Governmental Affairs Bureau 
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Washington, D.C 20554 

Members of the Federal Communications Commission: 
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1 am writing to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination of 
the public interest obligations on media ownership and any iiirther media 
ownership concentration. 

Limits on media consoiidation have been a bulwark against the domination of 
economic. power in the marketplace of ideas--a cntical element to balancing the 
pubiic service mission of the media with their pnvate profit motive. Our 
democracy requires the free fiow of intotmation from a broad range of diverse 
voices. 

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize rhe 
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consoiidation has already led to declines 
in local and minority ownership as weli as the homogenization of content in radio 
and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and broadcast stations, 
or allowmg further concentration in lo.c.al television markets, will only worsen the 
problems we already have. 

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership iimits in 2Oi13, 
millions of Americans rose up to protect a most basic democratic principle, access 
to a range of views and information. Congress and the courts ultimately intervened 
to turn back that misguided regulatory process. The FCC should stand firm with 
the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands of the 
few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for demowacy. Thank you. 

Sincereiy, 
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Federal Communications Commission 
Constimer & Governmental Affairs Btircau 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, D C. 20554 

Members ofthc Federal Communications Commission. 

1 am wnting to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination of 
the public interest obligations on media ownership and any iiirther media 
ownership concentration. 

Limits on media consoiidarion nave been a bulwark against the domination of' 
economic power in the marketplace of ideas--a critical element to balancing the 
public semce mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our 
democracy requires the iiec frow of information fi-om a broad range of diverse 
voiccs. 

Any public. policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the 
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consoiidarion has already led to declines 
in local and minority ownership as weli as the homogenization of content in radio 
and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and broadcast stations, 
or allowing fiuther conc.entration in loc.al television markets, will only worsen the 
problems we already have. 

When the K C  attempted to weaken and remove media ownership hmits in 2003, 
millions of Americans rose up to protect a most basic democratic principle, access 
to a range of views and information. C.ongress and the courts ultimately intervened 
to turn back that misguded regulatory process. The FCC should stand firm with 
the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands of the 
few. A vote against media consolidation i s  a vote for democ.racy. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 



Federal Communications Commission 
Consttmer & Governmental Agatrs Bureau 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, D.C 20554 
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Members of the Federal Communications Commission. 

I am wnting to express my strong disapproval of any reiaxation or elimination of 
the public interest obligations on media ownership and any hrther media 
ownership concentration. 

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the domination of 
economic power in the marketplace of ideas--a critical element to balancing the 
public service mission of the media with their private profit monve. Our 
democracy requires the free flow of information from a broad range of diverse 
voices. 

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the 
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation nas already led to declines 
in local and minonty ownership as well as the homogenization of content in radio 
and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and broadc.ast stations, 
or allowng further concentration in local televisian markets, wili only worsen the 
problems we already have. 

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership iimits in 2003, 
millions of Americans rose up to pr0tec.t a most basic democratic princ.iple, acc.ess 
to a range of views and information. Congress and the couns ultimately intervened 
to turn back that misguided regulatory process. The FCC should stand firm with 
the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands of the 
few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. Thank you. 

Sincere1 
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Members of the Federal Communications Commission. 

I am wnting to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination of 
the public interest obligations on media ownership and any further media 
ownership concentration. 

Limits on media consolidahon nave been a bulwark against the domination or 
economic. power in the marketplace of ideas--a cnticai element to balancing the 
public service mission of the media wth their pnvate profit motive. Our 
democracy requires the iSee flow of information from a broad range of diverse 
voices. 

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the 
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has already led to declines 
in loc.al and minority ownership as weii as  the homogenization of content in radio 
and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and broadcast stations, 
or allowmg further conc.entration in local teleasion markets, will only worsen the 
problems we already have. 

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership iimits in 2W3, 
millions of Americans rose up to protect a most basic democratic principle, access 
to a range of views and information. Congress and the courts ultimately intervened 
to turn back that misguided regulatory process. The FCC should stand nrm with 
the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands of the 
few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote far democracy. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 
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Federal Communications Commission 
Consumer & Governmental AfFairs Bttreau 
445 12ih Street, SW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Members of the Federal Commtmicatlons Commission 

1 am wnting to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination of 
the public interest obligations on media ownership and any further media 
ownership concentration. 

Limits on media Consolidation nave been a bulwark against the domination of 
economic power in the marketplace of ideas--a critical element to balancing the 
public service mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our 
democracy requires the free fiow of information from a broad range of diverse 
voices. 

Any public. policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the 
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has already led to deciines 
in local and minonty ownership as well as the homogenization of content in radio 
and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and broadcast stations, 
or allowmg further concentration in local television markets, will only worsen the 
problems we already have. 

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership iimits in 2003, 
millions of Americans rose up to protect a most basic democratic principle, access 
to a range of views and information. Congress and the courts ultimately intervened 
to turn back that misguided regulatory process. The FCC should stand firm with 
the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands of the 
few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote far democracy. 'Thank you. 

Sincere1 
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Constuner & Governmental Affairs Biueatr 
445 12th Street. SW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Ob- ru  Members of the Federal Communications Commission: 

I am writing to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination of 
the public interest obligations on media ownership and any further media 
ownership concentration. 

Limits on media consoiidation have been a bulwark against the domination of 
economic. power in the marketplace of ideas--a critical element to balancing the 
pubiic service mission of rhe media with their private profit motive. Chr 
democracy requires the free flow of information tiom a broad range of diverse 
voices. 

Any public policy seekmg to protect diversity in the media must recognize the 
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has already led to declines 
in 1oc.al and minority ownership as  well as  the homogenization of content in radio 
and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and broadcast stations, 
or allowing further concentration in local television markets, will only worsen the 
problems we already have. 

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership limits in 2003, 
millions of Americans rose up to pr0tec.t a most basic democratic principle, access 
to a range of views and information. Congress and the courts ultimately intervened 
to turn back that misguided regulatory process. The FCC should stand firm with 
the public against tiitiher concentration of media ownership in the hands of the 
few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. 'Thank you. 



Federal Commttnications Commission 
Consumer & Governmental Affarrs Bttreau 
445 12th Street. SW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Members of the Federal Communications Commission, Q6 -(z 1 
I am wnting to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination ot 
the public interest obligations on media ownership and any hrther media 
ownership concentration 

Limits on media consolidaQon nave been a bulwark against the domination ot' 
economic. power in the marketplace of ideas--a critical element to balancing the 
public service mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our 
democracy requires the kee tlow of information tiom a broad range of diverse 
voices. 

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the 
simple fact that ownership matters Media consoiidation has already led to declines 
in local and minonty ownership as well as the homogenization of content in radio 
and televlsion Pemittmg cross-ownership of newspapers and broadcast stations, 
or allowng further concentration in local telewsion markets, will only worsen the 
problems we already have 

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership iimits in 20U3, 
millions of Americans rose up to protect a most basic democratic principle, access 
to a range of views and infomation. Congress and the courts ultimately intervened 
to turn back that misguided regulatory process. The FCC should stand firm with 
the public against tiuther concentration of media ownership in the hands of the 
few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote far democracy. Thank you. 


